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The Two Covenants. 


«“ Which things are an allegory ; for these are the two 


covenants.’°—Gal. iv. 2 


1: 


discover what those things are, which St. Paul, 


here refers to, and calls an allegory, we must look into 
the verses preceding. Beginning at the 22d verse, we 
read as follows: * it is written that Abraham had two 

the one by a bond maid, the other by a free-wo- 


ons; Of 


man. But he whowas of the bond woman was born af- 
ter the flesh ¢ but he of the free-woman was by promise. 
Which thi the two 


Ts 
£0 


aw 


nes are an allegory; for these are 





covenants; the one from the Mount Sinai, which gen- 
dereth to bondage, which is Agar.” Here you per-| 
salve that Avar the bond maid, and Sarah the free- 
woman, are considered as representing the two cove- 
nants. ‘Lhe vext werses iu (his paragraph shew that | 
the apo supposed Avar’s son to represent those who | 
wer r the coverant of the law; and Sarah’s* 
son, those who were under the covenant of the gospel : | 
“Vor this Agar is Mount Sinai in Arabia, and papas, 
eth to Jorusalem which now is, and is in bondage with | 
her children. ~ But Jerusalem which is above, is free, | 
which is the mether of us all ****###*, Now we, | 
brethren, os Isaac wes, are the children of promise.— | 
i icon, he that was bora after the flesh perseca- 
ied | t wes born alter the spirit, even soit is now. | 
Nevertheless, whal saith the scripture? Cast out the | 
lawman and her son y for the son of the bond-wo- | 
tn .¢ hetr with the sen of the free-woman. | 
to then, | hren, we are not children of the bond -wo- | 
man, but of the fiee.”” The substance of the whole of | 
lias pal ph is, that Agar represents the covenant}. 
of the law. and her son I: hmoael those who are ux ier | 
th nd that Sarah represents the covenant of | 
the goenp i her son Isaac those who are under the | 
gospe!, This is the allerory. And-vve shall find it to; 
be a very siriking allegory; for it will be scen that 


both the history and relative conditions of Sarah and } 


Aca ", are very a urate re pres itations of the histor Vv} 
wid relative pecu ities of the two covenants. 

Ist then, ‘Their " tory is a representation of the his- | 
iory of the two covenants. 

Though Asar, as ll as Sarah, was the wife of | 
Abraham, vet Sarah was the older and more rightful } 
wife Abraham married her while he dwelt with his 
father in Ur, in the land of the Chaldees; and it was | 


removed to the land of Canaan, 
sarah gave him | 


| 


Here we sce |} 


he had 
and lived there about ten years, that £ 
her bond-maid, Agar, for a second wife. 
the superior antiquity and authority of the gospel-cov- 
enant, represented. ‘the gospel is the older and more 
important covenant; for it was made with Abraham | 
four hundred asd thirty years before the law was giv- 
en. See Gal. -* The scripture, foreseeing that God 
would justify mr heathen through faith, preached be- 
fore the gospel unto Abraham, saying, In thee shall all 
nations be blessed.” Again: ** And this] say, that 
the covenant that was confirmed before of God in 
Christ, the law, which was four hundred and thirty 
years after, cannot disannul, that it should make the 
promise of none effect.” 

Dut, notwithstanding Sarah was the oldest «wife, A- 
Bar first became a mother ; for her son Ishmael was 


not till afte; 


born about fourteen years before the aged Sarah pre- 
sented Isaac to her husband. So the law went into 








| prising accuracy, the relative — and peculiari- 


| says that it could not disannul the covenant previously 
‘confirmed in Christ, nor render the promise of none 


| All its rewards, and all its punishments have this grand 


operation before the older covenant; and, to use a| 
scriptural figure. brought forth children while the gos- 
pel yet remained barren. The law was given to the 
Jews, in the days of Moses, and immediately enforced ; 
but the gospel did not go into effect until the time of) 
Jesus Christ. 

And as both Agar and her son were cast out im- 
mediately after Sarah became a mother ; so the cove- 
nant of the law was «bolished, and its children or ad- 
herents rejected, immediately after the ministration of 
the gospel was established, and the kingdom of heav- 
en commenced. ~ 

Thus far does the history of Sarah and Agar answer 
to the history of the two covenants. 

2dly. Their relative conditions represent, with sur- 


ties of the two covenants. 

As Agar was a bond-woman, so the law was a dis- 
pensation of bondage and condemnation. St. Paul says, 
{it “*oendereth bond age.” And as Sarah was a 
_free-woman, so the gospel was a dispensation of free- 
dom and liberty. Christ was sent to preach deliver- 
ance to the captives, and to set at liberty them that 
were bruised. Luke iv, 18. And St. Paul exhorts to 
* stand fast in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made 
us. Gal. v. 1. The respective circumstances at- 
tending the introduction of each dispensation, denote 
the law was given in 


- 
ree. 


its character in this respect : 
Mount Sinai, amidst thunders, and blackness and 
darkness, which made even Moses to tremble; but 
ihe gospel was proclaimed to the shepherds in accents 
of joy and hope he fear not ; for, behold, I bring you 
good tic lings s of great joy, which shall be unto all peo- 
ple.* And suddenly there was with the angel a 
multitude of the heavenly host praising God, and say- 
ing, Glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace, 


good will towards men.” Luke ii. 10, 13, 14. 


As Agar remained the servant of Sarah, so the law 
was altogether in subserviency to the gospel. St. Paul 


‘effect. He says again, ‘‘ the law was our school-mas- 
ter, fo bring ws unto Christ.” Gal. iii. 24. And asks, 
‘+ Is the law then against the promises? God forbid.” 
answers he. Gal. iii. 21. People have greatly mis- 
taken on this point ; for they have represented the law 
to be a dispensation independent of the gospel, and 
‘directly opposed to it ; a dispensation whose punish- 
ments will continue forever, and thus exclude a part 
of the human family from the mercies of the gospel.— 
But the fact is, this is infinitely beyond the utmost 
It is not in the nature of the law to 
for itis but a hand-maid to it.— 


power of the law. 
oppose the gospel ; 
object before them, viz.—‘* fo bring us unto Christ.” 
The older covenant promised blessings in Jesus Christ 

to all the nations, families, and kindreds of the earth ; 


What think you of its wnmerciful disposition ? 





and nothing in the later covenant can ever impair what 
was thus confirmed. 

In this allegory we see represented the mercifui 
character of the law—a character which people have 
generally denied to it. Agar was MOTHER ! Yes 
and she felt all a mother’s denderness—ail a mother’s | 
care, for herson. Divines have taught that the law) 
al Ways was destitute of mercy—that it knew no af-| 
fection, and tormented with inexorable vengeance to 
But eee it represented in Agar, the moth- 


a 


a 


all eternity. 


er‘ Behold her ia the wilderness when she laid! 


| one of these statements must, 
| will ask the candid reader to judge for himself, which 


— 





Se ts 
the perishing Ishmael down, and with a breaking 
heart went toa distance that she might not see him 
die! This Agar is the covenant from Mount Sinai !— 
The 
truth is, the law is not unmerciful. It requires mercy 
from its subjects ; and no law can, with propriety, re- 
quire that which it does not itself possess. Our Sa- 
viour mentions mercy as one of the weightier matters 
ofthe law. Even iu the catalogue of all the curses 
which the law pronounced on its transgressors, (Lay. 
xxvi.) the reformation of the offenders is uniformly 
profess¢d to be the object ; and the terrific catalogue 
is succeeded by the merciful declaration that Jehova) 
would not forsake the sufferers, but would, after all, 
be their God. 

But it may be asked what will become of Ishmael, 
who was cast out ? and what will become of the Jews, 
whom he represented, and who also were rejected ?-— 
Answer : God promised that in Isaac and his seed, ali 
the families of the earth should be blessed; so that 
Ishmael, who was one of the families of the earth,muet 
eventually share in the blessings of Isaac. And the 
Jews, the children of the law, are to be finally restor- 
ed, andare to find mercy through the mercy of the 
children of the covenant of the gospel. (Rom. xi.)— 
The reader is requested to observe that it is absolately 
necessary this should be the event, in order to verify 
the terms in which God established the covenant oi 
the gospel: ‘‘ In thee, and in thy seed, (which is 
Christ) shalé all the families of the earth be blessed. — 
Ifthe Jews, or any other nation or family were reject- 
ed to all eternity, the gospel would be disannul- 
led, and the promise made of no effect. So certainly 
does the gospel eventually embrace all mankind that 
St. Peter felt authorized to tell even’ the reprobate 
Jews that they themselves were the children of this 
covenant ; (Acts iii. 25.) and St. Paul boldly declares 
that Jerusalem which is above, (by which he evident- 
ly meant the covenant of the gospel) is the mother of 
us all. Gal. iv. 26. 

MARcvs, 
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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


INCONSISTENCIES 


As it is acknowledged by all, that propositions 
which contradict themselves must embrace error, it’is 
believed that in order to assist the mind to abandén 
false doctrines, no method can be more successful than 
to state the elements of which they are composed, in 
such a manner as to expose their direct opposition te 
each other. 

False doctrine allows that the Divine Being is infi- 
nite in his goodness, and yet it contends that he pre- 
destinated from all eternity, millions of the human fa- 
mily to a state of inconceivable suffering, to all cterni- 
ty. This is, certainly, a most obvious contradiction ; 
therefore, be false. | 





jis truth, and which is error. It is not possible that in- 


“? | finite goodness can bring rational beings iato existence 


and design them for stitch torment. This we know, 
because endless torment is an infinite evil, which jis 
exactly opposite to infinite goodness. 

False doctrine contends that God, from all eternity 
*¢ ordained whatsoever comes to pass,” pursuant to 
which he “ governs all his creatures and all their ac- 
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' = ‘ jf : onihy ew” : ee sical wisdom. to bring 

e false doctrine maintains | with all his learning and theological wisaom 2 

; ; x > ) eepse 

poor sinners, whe are in a slate of unbelief, tc a@ sense 
and to realize that 


——— 











tions ;°? and yet this sam 
t God’s wrath and vindictive vengeance are provo- 16 are 
ne ao incited against men by their disobedience.— | of their awful situation by nature, rag hice aaa 
This is another plain contradiction. If God governs | unless they repent of their sins and be o milters 
nll his creatures and all their actions, he cannot be-| doctrine, they must, without doubt, be e? e 
come their enemy on account of their actions, which | lastingly. Now the mystery ar ae td ie ay 
he himself governs. those be in danger of being lost w ry re , ri 
False doctrine teaches that the divine vengeance | made unavoidable from all eternity ? an . severe oy 
was so provoked towards the world of mankind, on ac- | pentance and faith save those — cage as mya 
count of our sins, that it justly required the endless | struction was made equally unavoidable ane tk 
condemnation of the whole human race ; and yet this} nity, by the decree of an unchangeable od : P 
sam? false doctrine allows, what the Saviour taught, | pose that all those who were pReet ve rp 
that ** God so loved the world that he sent his son, | ruin should repent of their sins and mont t A k ey 
&c.” and also what St. Paul said; ‘God commend-/ were thus reprobated from all eternity, woul 47 
eth his love toward us, in that while we were yet believing this faith save them, directly “pevigg? to i 
sinners Christ died for us.» Most surely this is anoth- | self? And allowing that all those who were electer 
er contradiction ; for if the divine Being was full of unto salvation should live and die in unbelief, — 
indignation and wrath towards men, He certainly had ' their unbelief render their unavoidable salvation ai 
no love to commend by the death of Christ for us. Whether this is the mystery of godliness, or the m} s- 
Again, false doctrine teaches that God, from all/ tery ofiniquity, let the reader judge, after due deliber- 


ess 





em _— on Re 


In the first place, then, it is believed, that « Rich. 
ards” misapprehends the writer in the Christian Discis 
ple. It is not fairly, 1 think, to be inferred from the 
first observation upon which = he comments, that the 
Disciple believes that “it is inconsistent with the 
character or government of God to punish and je. 
ward mankind adequately in this life.” If Tander. 
stand him correctly, his idea is this—that the charac. 
ter of God is perfectly just ; and his government one of 
perfect righteousness. By every just rier, therefore, 
which you can take of them, a ** survey of his unequal 
providence in the world” must convince us of a state of 
retribution where every soul shall be adequately pin 
ished according to the deeds done in the body. Not 
that it would have been inconsistent with his character 





to have done this adequately in the present world, but 
| that ** a survey of his unequal providence” is a proof 
ithat the government which, in his wisdom, he has es- 
tablished over us in the world, is a moral and a proba- 
‘tionary one, and not intended by him as 


a pla ce of 


| complete and final retribution. 





eternity elected all who will finally be saved ; and ation. But there is niore mystery, of the same sort, | 
that it is not possible that any of them should be lost ; | which, when the reader has safely disposed of the | saunk tase 
and yet this same erroneous doctrine is breathed out ceding, he will know where to place, and to whose ac- | whether the prov idenc : m a sp in the world! 
in vehemently urging us to maintain missionaries in| count it ought to be credited. I mean the mystery of ; nbregroin if it — be song oe pyran: that we 
foreign countries, and among savages, that thereby | what is held up about the devil. Sa aa I rovidence is 9 a ral, on m ites: _—— 
poor immortal souls may be prevented from being e- We are constantly told that the devil is all the time , ** Richards”’ask — ; Z a ne : 1“ : - ve char- 
ternally lost. This is another contradiction; for if it employed in using all the arts of which he is master, | acter or ema age gh vod to punish and reward men 
be not possible for any of the elect to be lost, nor for|to prevent people from believing the true orthodox | adequately in this life. pier tp eg rhe 
any of the rest to be saved, then it is evident that faith, that thereby they may, for their unbelief, be | in this world, then aN = Pe pee ce 
nothing which men can do in this world, can either | consigned to his kingdom of darkness forever. But | desert should meet its ry — ' : - “ ets 
save or lose a single soul. 2: | how does it happen that this arch deceiver has never | ness its adequate punishment, euvenipreeten: if not 
False doctrine furthermore teaches that our heaven- | yet found out, what is well known to the clergy, (viz.) in this world, then in some other state of being. Rich- 
ly Father has prepared, in the unseen world, a pit of | that almighty God did Ais business for him, before | 
fire and brimstone to torment the wicked in forever; creation, by assigning him his kingdom, and determin- 
and yet it informs us that this same heavenly Father | ing the number of his subjects? And I would ask a- 


The first question, then, that presents itself js, 





If his providence is uneanal 
i 


ards, apparently aware that the argument would press 

‘ 
on this point, endeavours to surmount the dificalty-— 
* We cannot see,” he says, ** that the providence of 
But we 





God is so very umequal as is represented.” 





. . . } : “ tov aa - , 6 } 

has sent his son into the world to prevent sinners from , gain, where the devil is on every sabbath, that he ae ried 
. . . 1p » force tf the ¢ © - 

going to that pit of fire and brimstone, which he has | should never yet have found out that he cannot so de-| are unable to see tlie force of the quotation from serip 


prepared for their torment. 
contradiction and absurdity ? Why should a being of 
infinite wisdom prepare a place to torment men in, and 
then use his own endeavours to prevent the torment 
for which he has made due preparation ? 

False doctrine maintains that God designed all man- 
kind for happiness, and that he is willing all should be 
saved ; and yet this same false doctrine allows that he 
knew, before he made men,that millions of them would 
be lost forever. This is certainly a contradiction ;— 
because it is impossible that God should design what 
he perfectly knew would not be. 

False doctrine also teaches that Jesus Christ will fi- 
nally execute divine vengeance eternally on a large 
portion of the human family ; and yet it allows he 
gave himself a ransom for all men ; and that he is of 
one mind and changes not. Here is another contra- 
diction. If Jesus gave himself a ransom for all men, 
and if he is of one mind, yesterday, to-day, and forcy- 
er, he certainly cannot oppose his own redeeming 
grace by executing eternal vengeance on those for 
whom he gave himself a ransom. 

Reader, truth is consistent ; all its propositions har- 
monize. Ever keep this in mind, and you will be 
likely to see and rejoice in the consistency of the ways 


of God. I. B. 
——?> 0 Cae 


FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


_—_ 


Something Mysterious. 


Our orthodox clergy insist with great earnestness 
and much gravity, that the Creator, from all eternity. 
elected some to everlasting life and rendered their sal- 
vation certain and unavoidable ; also, that the rest of 
mankind were predestinated te endless misery, and 
their ruin made equally certain and unavoidable. Af- 
ter these fundamental points of faith are supposed to 


be well supported, in a sermon, the preacher proceeds 


|give him up to him? 

| Should the reader have the samo view of these 
' mysteries which 1 entertain, he will be led to say, 
{that both devil and preachers might as well be em- 
| ployed about something else, if the latter could get as 
good a living as they now do; for it is certain that 
neither of them are able to change the final destiny of 
}any of the human race, and the preacher does not even 
flatter men that religion is worth having for any bene- 
&t it is to its possessor in this world. Im this particu- 
lar, according to their own concession, they are less 


much pleasure and prosperity to his servants in this 
life. H. B. 


———D >< Cae 
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On Future Punishment. 


Messrs. Enpirons, 


Jn your last paper I noticed some extracts from the 
Christian Disciple, and some remarks thereon by 
** Richards,” in reference to the future punishment of 
the wicked. He calls upon the editor of that work for 
his attention to the communication, for explanations of 
some expressions in those extracts, and for the passa- 
ges of scripture by which he supports the doctrine. ] 
feel persuaded that the learned editor of the Christian 
Disciple will not enter into a controversy on this sub- 
ject at the present time ; nor at any time from an 
anonymous call ina weekly newspaper: But it may 
not be amiss for a kumble follower of the same doc- 
trines, without entering into a formal controversy, to 


correct any misappreheusions int: ‘h a wrifér on 


this subject may have falien. ce the subject 


ane 


in such a point of view, that all > d may under- 


stand it, independent of prejudice, sor lilsty , OF Mis- 
jtakes, 





inviting than satan is, for they allow that he affords | 


} . an a . — Bela: aamainedl at 
Is not this an egregious | ccive even one of the elect as to induce the creator to! ture by which alone he would support this novel opia 
5 & y . 


ion. A good writer has describec. this providence of 
God as ** the wonderful disposing, and controlling the 
Now it true or not 


true, that God, in his providence, does dispose and 


affairs and actions of men.” is 
and control in a wonderiul manner, the affairs and ac 
tions of men? Is it true or not true, that this disposi- 
tion and control of the and actions of men re- 
sults in the unequal distribution of the blessings and 
affiictions, the comforts and deprivations of this life, 
without regard to the merit or demerit of the individu- 
als who compose it ? Is it true or not trae that the good 
frequently suffer, while the wicked not only apparently 
but really prosper in this world? If these propositions 
are true, the ** way of the Lord may be equal,” but 
the providence of God in the world is certainly unequal. 
That these propositions are true, Richards has only to 
cast his eyes abroad upon the world for one moment, 
and he must be convinced. He will see the wicked 
often revelling in prosperity, decked out in sumptuous 
clothes, living upon costly viands, and dwelling in pal- 
aces that laugh to shame the humble dwelling of the 
good man, his neigabour, suffering there from want, 
severe deprivations, heart-rending afflictions, and soul-- 
trying temptations. Has not the providence of God in 
these instances operated unequally ? In the one case, 
the upbraiding of conscience is silenced by the clamor 
of passion, and hardened by the habit of transgression, — 
and their enjoyment of prosperity is, in everyagust view 
of it, inconsistent with the character and gorernment of 
Ged. In the other, that of suffering virtue, it is equal- 
ly inconsistent, if we suppose that men are to be'ade- 
quately rewarded as well as punished in this life. But 
upon the supposition of another life, a state of perfect 
retribution, where every one will be punished accord- 
éig to the deeds done in the body,the ** way of the Lord 
»ecomes equal,”? you account satisfactorily for the in- 
equalities of God’s providence in the world, and justify 
to men the character and government of God. 


affairs 


It is not true, as ‘¢ Richards” asserts or implies, that 
«ll honest men ‘ live in the enjoyment of domestic aud 
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social happiness, surrounded by the blessings of heav- 
on.” Many an ‘* honest man” has been cursed with 
qa termagant or 4 shrew for a wile, with whom he 
could take no ** domestic or social happiness”—while 
many a wicked man has been blessed with an angel, 
for the partner of his bosom. Many an honest man. $0 
far from being “* surrounded with the blessings of hea- 
yen’ like their great examplar, ** have not where to 
jay their heads” ;—while many a dis-honest man, far 
from being “confined in prison, shut out from society,” 


escapes punishment, lives riotously every day, and 


«hardened by the habits of transgression’’—* sur-| 


rounded, apparently, by the blessings of heaven,” 
lives in the *¢ enjoyment of domestic and social happi- 
ness.” 

This “survey of the unequal providence of God” 
must force, as it would seem, upon every candid mind, 
the truth of the doctrine of future punishment, if it 
were unsupported by any other argument or fact.— 
jut Scripture confirms it, not in the Old Testament ; 
for all the punishments under the Jewish dispensation 
professediz refer to this world, for no other had been 
revealed to them ; but the gospel, which alone bronght 
« life and immortality to light,’ refers its most power- 
ful sanctions to that state of being ** where the wicked 
shall go away into everlasting punishment, and the 
righteous into life eternal.” 

BEREAN. 
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Rrv. 
For the satisfaction of many in- 


quiring minds, and presuming that you are able and 


Finrrors, 


> 


a 
e 


ive every necessary aid that is possible, it 
publish the most 


is anxiousl¥ 
raiional and obvious exposition of that portion of scrip- 
ture found in Gen. 6 chap. and the 6 first verses. It 
is desired to have the following queries particularly 
1. How came God to destroy the world 
of mankind for their wickedness, if it were his final de- 
termination to have them aii saved and happy? 2 
What is meant by God’s repenting 2 3. What is 
meant,.‘* My spirit will not always strive with man’’? 
The temporal destruction of the antideluvians, the 
Sodomites, and Pharaoh’s host are much harped upon 
by the enemies to universalism, at the present day, to 
prove that all mankind will not be saved! Your can- 
did explanation of the above subjects will be very ac- 
ceptably received and cordially read by every true 
christian friend to your very useful and interesting 
Magazine. 


wished that you wouid 


considered. 


Yours, with great respect 
In the gospel of truth, _ 
R. CFs me 


Bridgewater, Sept. 29, 1823. 





FROM THE CHRISTIAN INTELLIGENCER. 


What is the true signification of the word HELL ? 


We now enter upon the examl- 


nation of those passages in the New Testament, in 
Which the word hell is found: And as this is predica- 
ted upon the Oli, we may reasonably expect to find 
much the same sense attached to this word in the lat- 
ter, as in the former scriptures. In fact, it would ap- 
pear altogether unaccountable to us, if we were to 
find a meaning to this word in the New ‘Testament, 
Which we have shown is not even intimated in the 
Old. For, why should not the inhabitanis of the earth 
before Christ be informed of such a place, as many 
fuppose hell to designate. to which the 


been €Xposed, in common with all ot! 





the fact, that there is such a place, be kept a secret 
until since the birth of the Saviour? If we were to 
look for any new, important revelation, should we not 
expect, from the known characler and office of Christ, 
that it would be of a nature more glorious and benevo- 
lent 2 Would the * mediator of anew and better 
covenant”? bring tidings of woe to mankind? It is 
true, however, that certain passages in the New Tes- 
tament, not having so literal a signification as is gen- 
erally preserved in the Old, have given to the super- 
stitious and designing, some opportunity of dressing 
the subject as should best suit their wishes. This 
seeming countenance comes from the more frequent 
and figurative use of the word gehenna, the valley 
of Hinnom, or the place of perpetual sacrifice to Mo- 
loch. 


The first text is found in Matt, v. 22, “ Whosoever 
shall say to his brother raca, (the meaning of which is 
** vain fellow,’’) shall be in danger of the council ;— 
whosoever shall say ‘* thon fool,’’ shall be in danger of 
hell fire.’ The first thing which we request every 
one to attend to, after reading the text quoted, is to 
examine critically and decide in hisown mind, wheth- 
er any thing connected with the word “hell” is a 
plain description of it as a place in the eternal world, 
where the “ finally impenitent” will suffer forever in 
flames of brimstone? Do you find any thing in this 
text which proves the hell therein named to mean sach 
aplace? All that is said is, that they ‘* shall be in 
danger of hell fire,’ but it does not determine where 
that fire is, or how long it isto burn. Now, it is nat- 
ural to inquire, ifa person is in danger of being end- 
lessly miserable, merely for calling his brother a fool ? 
Where, on this supposition, is the established propor- 
tion between crimes and punishment? If to call a 
brother a vain fellow, exposed a man only to the scru- 
tiny of the legal council, what proportion is there in 
| dooming him to eternal tortures, after he shall have 
' paid the debt of nature, for calling him a fool? Is it 
so much worse, then, to call a brother a fool than to 
call him a vain fellow? We think we must look fora 
more reasonable conclusion than this. The original 
understanding was this: According to an established 
law of the land, he who offended by calling his broth- 
Ser a vain fellow, was in danger of being apprehended 
| by the city council: But whosoever should call his 
brother a fool, was in danger of being considered a 
criminal, and of being sentenced to pass through the 
fire of gehenna to Moloch, which punishment was gen- 
'erally executed upon criminals. 

Matt. v. 29—*“ If thy right eye offend thee, plack it 
out, and cast it from thee ; for it is profitable that one 
of thy members should perish, and not that thy whole 
body should be cast into hell. And if thy right hand 
offend thee cut it off,’ &c. See also chap. xviii. 9.— 
It must, we think, be obvious to every cbserver, that 
the language here employed is highly figurative ; for 
no one, we presume, would contend that casting away 
a literal eye or hand, would save a person from a liter- 
eral eternal hell. In order to be consistent, therefore, 
we shall contend that neither the members nor the 
the hell are literal, but both alike figurative. As the 
eye discovers objects, and the hand forthwith seizes 
upon them ; so our vain curiosity often pries inquisi- 
tively into affairs, often not our own, and our ambition 
grasps at objects, which instead of concerning our 
peace and happiness, generally beget to ourselves ad- 
ditional care and disquiet. It is profitable, therefore, 
that we be content to act within our own sphere, even 





aim at new and useless acquisitions, which instead of 


bringing satisfaction, create anxiety and disgust. 


supernumerary acquisitions we have to engage our a 
tention, from the simple discharge ofour duty. Such 
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stantial joys. Such an exegesis is, we are confident, far 
more consistent with this text, than to suppose it to be 
altogether literal, so that an hand or an eye can so of- 
fend as to require amputation or extraction, in order 
that after death, and after the resurrection too, (when 
bone must come to its bone,) a part of the body may 
be made the ‘* redeemed of the Lord.” 


Matt. x. 28—“ And fear not them which kill the 
body, but are not able to kill the soul, but rather fear 
fear him who is able to destroy both soul and body in 
hell.” See also Luke x. 15, the same. We shall 
readily admit here, what the text so evidently asserts, 
that “* God is able to destroy both soul and body in 
hell.”? But our objection tothe general understand- 
ing will be that the word hell (gehenna) does not mean 
a place of fire in eternity, which everlastingly exisis 
for the designed purpose of tormenting eternally the 
spirits of men. We say the very face of the passage 
gives contradiction to such an idea. It says ** God is 
able to pEsTROY both soul and body.” Now admitting, 
for the sake of argument, that because God is able, he 
therefore will destroy the soul ; does it require a place 
of eternal fire after the soul and body are destroyed ?— 
In order to have it agree with the common notion, it 
should read thus :—** God is not only able, but he will 
(not destroy the soul, but) keep it in eternal existence 
in everlasting burnings.”” This would have given no 
room for doubt. But mark the language: * God is 
able to destroy both soul and body,”’ no matter where, 
whether in a never-ending fire, in the grave, or in the 
fire of geheyna, the valley of Hinnom. Notice the 
comparison made in the passage.. Man is able to des- 
stroy; i.e. take away the existence of the body ; God is 
able to destroy, not only the body, but also to destroy, 
i.e. take away the existence of the soul. There is no 
intimation of a never-ending life of misery made here. 
We do maintain that to destroy, never can mean to per- 
petuate existence, either in happiness or in misery. The 
obvious meaning is this: Fear not man so much, who, 
by committing your body to the flames of gehenna, can 
deprive it of existence ; but rather fear him whois able 
while man destroys your body, to take away the exis- 
tence of your soul.also.- The-text, so far from proving 
hell to be a place of eternal torment, miglit more plau- 
sibly seem to prove it to be a state of dark annihita- 
tion. But this it does not prove, any more then it 
does the former unscriptural doctrine. Whatever the 
text prove beside, it can never prove annihilation. It 
can never prove that, at the resurrection, ** all will 
not be made alive in Christ,’ that “all will not be 
ehanged and put on immortality.” It can never prove 
that the grave shall have the victory, or that the sting 
of death (which is sin the cause of misery) shall not 
be taken away ; and that the effect, flowing always 
from the cause, shall conlinue te be ! 


Because God is able to destroy, it is not proved that 
he will, Remark, friendly reader. God's power is 
here intimated and not his determination. But per- 
haps some, not calculating on this suggestion, will ob- 
ject. Butlet us ask if there are not numerous pas- 
sages in the scriptures, which speak of God’s power to 
do, what he never did and never will perform ?---—~ 
‘* God,” says the Evangelist, ** is able of these stones 
to raise vp children unto Abrad.am.” Does this prove 
that he did or will do this? Chrmt was said to be able 
to command twelve legions of angels to save him from 
the murderousfury of his enemies; but does this prove 
that he did do it? He gave his apostles power to say 
te this mountain, ** be thou removed into the sea,” and 
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\it becomes us also to look abont us and see how many | 
t- + God is able to des‘roy the souls and bo lies of all men, 


bY : . 2 »die r a had saa . e 
at the cacrifice of thwarting our desires, rather than to | }t should be obedient. Yet we have no evidence that 


‘they ever exercived the power. 


£0 God is able to 
But as we before remarx- 
t. Now we know that 


destroy both soul and boty. 
ed, it does not prove he will do i 


put it is his w// to have all men saved, and he is able 
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bould | ‘: to the enjoyment of more pure aud sub- | 


OCnicEN 











OC 
~_ 


CORNER. 


en ey eee ee al mane tn 


POET’S 





FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


——— 


A PRAYER. 


Almighty God ! omnicient Power! 
O Thou ! whom countless worlds adore ; 
Whose throne is heaven, whose footstool earth, 
Whose wisdom gave creation birth ! 


‘Thou art the source of ev’ry good ; 
By thee all blessings are bestow’d ; 

iach tender mercy flows from thee, 
Thou boundless fount of charity ! 


Inspire this weak and erring heart, 
That I may act a better part, 
More freely that pure light to see, 
Which leads my wand’ring soul to thee. 


When’er in mercy thou shalt cause 

My heart to mourn from nature’s laws ; 
© grant! that J resign’d may be, 

‘To every ill in store for me. 


And when the storms of life surround, 
May I in faith with God be found ; 
For thou wilt heal the broken heart, 
And bind the wounds of sorrow’s dart. 


While on the wave of life’s cold sea, 
Fix thou my roving eyes on thee ; 
Thou art the weary pilgrim’s rest ; 
In thee my soul is richly blest. 
M. 








FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 





** O goodness infinite, goodness immense ! 
That all this good of evil shall produce.” 
MILTON, 


Can that be justly called an 


evil which, in the result, produces a lasting and per- 
manent good? If not, why give any occurrence intime 
the appellation of evil, which appears ever so odious 
in its nature, when at the same time, it is believed, 
beyond a single doubt, that God, who permits it so to 
be, has designed, in infinite wisdom and mercy, to pro- 
duce therefrom real and substantial good? Such are 
the ideas, Messrs. Editors, naturally forced upon the 
mind, while contemplating the character and govern- 
ment of the Almighty ; I should, therefore, be happy, 
if practicable, to have a degree of light cast upon 
this subject in the Magazine. But still, I would say, 
it appears impossible to me, that it is proper, in any 
sense, to call that evil, which is suffered by the Ruler 
of all events, to exist for the manifest purpose of es- 


tablishing a real and permanent good, should it, for 


the time being, appear to short, sighted mortals, ever | 


60 baneful in its nature. 
A NECESSARIAN, 


— >: > 


Brom the Christian Watchman. 


Vindication of Mrs. Judson. 


The committee appointed by the Bostou Baptist Asso- 
ciation at Salem, Sept. 14th, 1823, to take into con- 
sideration the reports which have been circulated 
concerning the extravagance of Mrs. Judson’s dress, 
and to publish the result of their inquiries, beg leave 
to make the following statements. 

In a newspaper published in this city on the 25th of 

July last, the following communication appeared, and 

has been since copie * into other pape rs: 
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«“ Mrs. Judson, the wife of A. Judson, a famous mis- 
sionary inthe East Indies, sailed from Boston a short 
time since, where she had been, to visit her friends, 
and collect Money from the pious and charitable to 


heathen of Asia. 
iar intercourse with Mrs. Judson, and to whom appli- 
cation was made for charity in her behalf, informs us, 
that the visiting-dress of this se/f-denying female mis- 
sionary could not be valued at less than TV ELVE 
HUNDRED DOLLARS!! The reader may be star- 


tled at the mention of such an enormous amount laid 


A lady, who was in habits of famil- 


whose affections are professedly set on heavenly things, 
and despising the vain and gaudy allurements of the 
world ; it appeared to us incredible, till we heard fromm 
the lady some of the details. The Cashmere Shawl 
was valued at $600 ; the Leghorn Flat $150; Lace 
trimmings on the gown, $150, &c; jewelry would 


clothing out of the question. We hope the next edi- 
tion of the missionary arithmetic will inform us how 
many infants were robbed of their innocent, éf not ne- 
cessary, playthings, how many widows had denied 
themselves the use of sugar in tea, and butter on 
bread, how many poor debtors had robbed their cred- 
itors and laboured without stockings and shoes, to 
furnish out this modern representative of the mystical 
Babylon.” 

The personal friends of Mrs. Judson read this com- 


feelings of just indignation. They knew that a differ- 
ence of opinion existed as to the reasonableness and 
utility of Foreign Missions, but they did not expect 
that the character of a female, who was jabouring un- 
der pressure of bodily indisposition would be unneces- 
sarily assailed. The account of her visiting-dress was 
so far from being correct, that those who had been in 
her society most frequently, concluded that no one 
friendly to missions would give credit to the represen- 
tation. But in this they have been disappointed.—— 
Persons who never saw Mrs. Judson, and not finding 
this account contradicted, have supposed it was true. 
it was a knowledge of this fact which led to the ap- 
pointment of the aforesaid committee by the Boston 
Baptist Association. 

Soon after the publication ofthe statement, Mr. 


troduced to the lady who was “* in habits of familiar 


was made for charity in her behalf ;”? and who had in- 
formed him that the visiting-dress of this self-denying 
female missionary could not be valued at less than 
twelve hundred dollars. The editor introduced him to 
' the gentleman who authorized the communication.— 
This gentleman referred him to his mother, as the lady 
| alluded to in the above-named newspaper. Mr. Lin- 
icoln therefore called on her, and was surprised to 
learn, that this lady, in habits of familiar intercourse 
with Mrs. Judson, had never seen her; had never 
been applied to for charity in her behalf? and had no 
personal knowledge respecting any item in the com- 
munication. She stated to Mr. Lincoln that she had 
received her information from another lady, whom she 
named. Mr. Lincoln then sought an interview with 
this person, who it was said had boarded in the same 
house with Mrs. Judson, and had seen her rich dres- 
| Ses. But she declared to him that she had never 
boarded in the same house, and had never seen either 
Mrs. Judson or her apparel ; but had heard the state- 
ment from a lady, who had received it from another 
lady in Bradford ; a small town about 30 miles from 
this city. 

The committee now state, that the articles of dress 
of which so much has been said, were not purchased, 
either with the private property of Mrs. J. or with mis- 
| sionary money ; but were presented to her by different 
individuals as tokens oi personal affection and respect. 








nid her in distributing the bread of life to the poor) 


out in a single dress to decorate the person of one! 


soon make up the sum, leaving necessary articles of 


ars: , . re 
munication with surprise and sorrow, mingled with | 


E. | 
Lincoln waited on the editor, and requested to be in-} 


intercourse with Mrs. Judson, and to whom application | 
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The cashmere shawl, “ valued at $600,” was given 
to her in England by the sister of a disting, aed frieng 
to missious ; and we are assured from Very respectg. 

le authority that it cost twenty-five dollars, « The 
Leghorn Flat valued at $150,” was purchased in, Sq. 
‘lem ; and from the certain knowledge of two ladies Con- 
cerned in the purchase, 
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did not exceed in its cost eight 
rs and fifty cents. Asto the lace trimming on 
| the gown, stated at $150, a very intimate Friend, at 
' whose house Mrs. Judson stayed, says, “ she had not 
|to my knowledge, one gown that had a particle of lace 
juponit. Ifshe had, I was ignorant of it, or it was 80 

trifing that it did not make an impression sufficicnt {o 


i he mbe },?? Vo t; ¢ 2s 
| be remembered, We feel authorized to state, from 
_ the testimony of ether ladies of unquestionable veraci- 
ity, who visited with Mrs. Judson in different Citiesand 
| who saw the apparel in her possession, that this is a 
j just representation. 
! 
Concerning what is said of her Jewelry, Which, in 
order to make up the aforesaid sam of $1200, is esti- 
jmated at $200, we scarcely know how to eRpress our- 
iselves. With the exception of a chain, anda smail 
\locket, in which was the likeness of one of the family, 
{and these were given her, it is believed that all her 
| jewelry was not worth five dollars. 
For the information of those who did 


id not see Mrs, 


dson while she was in this country, the 


iJu 


committee 
would remark, that a inajovity of them head the pleas 


! 
{ure of recervinge her int 


o their families a. guest 

And the impression left on their minds was. that she 
i had a soul too elevated to be occupied in ornaiweuting 
| her person. She was in fact distinguished for the 


| plainness and cheapness of her dress. The same indi- 
| viduals me? with her frequently in the cities of New- 


| York aud Washington: bat in mo instance did they 


isee any thing in her deportment or apparel, which 


did 


plainness, which become 


not accord with that nodesty, simplicity, and 


th women proiessing godli- 


ness. 
Having stated these facts, the committee deem it 
unnecessary to offer any comment wpon them, but 


;would leave each reader to make his own reflec- 
tions 


fi may be proper to state that the committee are 


ssession oi 
but as 
cessarv for the « 


Fudson. 


in } the names of ail the parties con- 





cerned the mention of them cid not seem te- 
‘efence of our highly esteemed friend, 


lee 
its. 


ra pr y 44 eer nw STi The 
they are, from motives of delicacy, sup 


pressed. 


Signed in behalf, and by order of the Boston Bap- 
tist Association, 
Thomas Baldwin, 
Lucius Bolles, 
Daniel Sharp, 
George Keely, 
Ensign Lincoln. 
=< ae o 
Boston, Oct. 1, 1823. 


RECAPITULATION. 





Shawl, £600 25 
Leghorn flat, 150 § 50 
Lace trimming, 150 00 00 
Jewelry, 150 5 
— 
1200 38 50 
38 50 





Error, $1161 50 
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MARRIED, 


In this city, Mr. John Sargent, jr. to Miss Lowa 
Hunt. . 
By Rev. Mr. Eaton, Mr. William Copeland to Miss 
Elizabeth Kimball. , 
By Rev. Mr. Dean,Mr. Benjamin Burchstead to Misé 
Mary Childs Noyes. 
In Dorchester, Mr. William M, Blackman to Mise 





Eunice Holden. 

















